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most tactful handling if even a part of the extraueuu- mutter \\u*
to be introduced. After long and cur^ful consultation it wj>
finally, though regretfully, decided that the diliiculties in the
way of expounding the entire story were insurmountable, and
that, although by appealing for the judge's indulgence it might
be possible to explain the purchase of American share* by Sir
Rufus and his subsequent sale of a portion of hi? holding to the
other Ministers, the disclosure of their later independent trans-
actions must stand over until they came to give evidence before
the committee.

In pursuance of these tactics Sir Edward, in opening the
plaintiff's case, went in some detail into the origin and course
of the negotiations for a contract between the English Marconi
Company and the Government, In regard to the alleged purchase
of shares he said :

Neither of these gentlemen (Sir Rufus and Mr. Herbert Samuel)
ever bought a share in this company, either in their own name or
any other name, nor did anyone else ever buy a share for them ; nor
had they any option, nor were they concerned in any syndicate, nor
had they any other transactions whatever with regard to shares in this
company. But there were other Marconi companies . . . and, although
what I have said on this point entirely completes the matter as regards
the truth or falsity of the libel, I must in regard to one transaction in
one of the companies by the Attorney-General, which it is necessary to
explain, ask your indulgence although it is a little outside the libel.

There was no indication of dissent from the Bench, and Sir
Edward accordingly went on to summarize the purchase of
American shares by Sir Rufus and his subsequent transaction
with his ministerial colleagues. Mr. Samuel and Sir Rufus then
proceeded to give evidence in support of the opening statement,
after which Mr. Campbell conveyed the unqualified apologies of
the paper for having made charges and insinuations which were
absolutely devoid of foundation. It only remained for Mr. Justice
Darling to enter judgment for the plaintiff with an indemnity as
to costs, since in view of the fact that the defendants were a
foreign newspaper and had inserted the paragraph, without any
malicious intent neither of the Ministers asked for damages. The
judge concluded his brief remarks with the words :

"I express no opinion and make no comment, not because I
do not hold any opinion on the matter, but because I do not, for
one moment, wish to interfere with the investigation that is
going on.'7

The next morning The Times commented in a leading article